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REFLECTIONS, &. 


MONG all the filly Scurrilous 
Libels, that have been Printed ſince 
the Liberty of the Preſs, I never 
ſapy ſuch a medley of Malice, and 
Nonſenſe, as. this piece of Plagia- 
riſm. And indeed tis an Affront 
to any common Reader to ſuppoſe 
him not able to ſee how ridiculous 
a TrifleÞ is. But becauſe I perceive the Scribler va- 
lues himſelf upon it, and has pur our a Second Part, 
and ſets up for an Author; I ht fit to give him 
a view of himſelf in his own Looking Glaſs, that he 
may, if he have any Senſe or Ingenuity left, forbear 
to expoſe himſelf any further , when he knows how 
ridiculous he muſt needs appear to all, but ſuch as 
cannot, or will not judg. 

I have good reaſon to ſuſpect this Looking: glaſs- 
maker was expelled one of the Univerſities (if he 

were ever ſo happy as 10 prevail with ſome Pedagogue 
to recommend him thither ) or denied Orders for Tis 
dulneſs, or debauchery, or both: ſure I am he de- 
ſerves to be baniſh'd the Society of all Men of com- 
mon Senſe for the firſt, whatever he may for the lat - 
ter. But tis but a poor, impertinent revenge thus 
to rave againſt the Univerſities, and Clergy ; when all 
the World knows there never was leſs reaſon. Thoſe, 
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which he ſo much contemns of two or three years 
Standing, would undergo a ſevere Cenſure, if in any 
Exerciſe they ſhould vent ſo much Nonſenſe, as this 
bare of Leaming in which the conforming Clergy han 

! ing in whi co ergy have 
— . eminently skilful. Their Ser- 
mons are famous throughout our Næighbour- Nations, 
and their Stile as good genetally as that of any other 
Order of Men; yea many of them write in ſo ex- 
preſſive, and exact a manner, and with fo true a Ge 
＋ ddr, out-do a ot . — —— 
in the Exgliſb Tongue, and ma erv compa- 
red ro — —— and — Mr. Bax- 
ter himſelf confeſſes (in his Book againſt Dr. Srilling- 
fleet) that they are but too exact. But whatever he 
ackno „I chiak, I may with modeſty ſay, Our 
Sermons equal the powerful pious Eloquence 
of the firſt Ages of the Church: I wiſh the practice 
of our times were as like that of the Primitive Chri- 
ſtians, as the Preaching is. 

The People now begin to ſee the Difference between 
Enthuſiaſtick Cant, and a ſober rational Diſcourſe ; 
and this makes our Libeller under Pretence of inveigh- 
ing againſt bad Preaching, exclaim againſt all Preach- 


Brethren, when they inveighed, and infatuated the 

e into Rebellion, and play'd worſe Pranks 
in their its, than the moſt extravagant Farce durſt 
preſent upon a Stage. 

But I ſhall only mention this, becauſe tis notori- 
ous; but mult rake notice withal, that, whatever ab- 
ſurdities this man pretends our Clergy pop 

ou 
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doubt they are collected out of Noneonformiſts Ser- 
mons, and he might have gone no ſurther, than his 
own Conventicle-· Note- Book for em. Sure I am, no- 
thing of Stile can be more ſlovenly, or unhandſom, 
than molt of their Writings, as I could caſily make ap- 
pear, if it were not every mans obſervation; and rhe 
Diſſenters Sayings will . ſhew it, where you 
have the moſt helliſh Opinions cr forth, in the uglieſt 
Dreſs, being a compleat Epitome of the whole Black 
| Art. | 
But I come now to examine with what modeſty 
a this man can cenſure other mens Stile, or pretend to 
| be ſo great a Maſter of it himſelf, 
| The Church of England is the cloſeſt te Pri- 
mitive Inſtitution of any Religion in. the World. So 
that Church and Reli — — 
| the Religivn pro by the Church of ZFng/and is 
the Church it ſelf, and by Church · Militant, we muſt 
| mean Religion militant. But I doubt all this is bur 
Complement , and is not without the Phylafteries of _ 
| Fypocritical Ceremonies (as he quaintly words it.) 
| The Nation is ſo over-ſlock'd with Crape-Gowns 
| that What? that he muſt needs give his Pam- 
phler a filly Pedantick Title, as ridiculous as any 
thing mentioned in it? Well! but he had reaſon for 
it; he was loth this conceit ſhould be loſt — 
An ill Omen of fick divinity when it comes to be mant 
led in the ſhrouds appropriated for the dead. This 
facetious, lucky Touch put him upon inventing the 
Title, and then who could forbear writing a- Book, 
| that had ſuch a Title for it? A Title well choſen, 
that nicks the buſineſs, is commonly the moſt Taking 
Part of a bad Book, and if it be in Latin, the Vul- 
ꝗ94 3 gar 


4, } 
Readers like it the better, becauſe he does not un- 
ſtand ir; — whoever ſaid, N for> I 
thought thi been a ria o, and not 
For, till d Critick came 1 

T hey will do weil to accept of this Mirrour here pre- 
ſented them new foyled and furbiſtd up, to be placed 
in their Studies, and look'd in every Morning and 
by reforming their contemplated blemiſtes , &c. Ad- 
mirable ! Was it not worth his while to call his Pam- 
phlet a Looking-Glaſs for the fake of this fuſtian Alle- 

72 Thus we have the reaſon of his Crape and 
of his Looking-plaſs; now put theſe two together 
and you have a Scheme of the whole Work ſo exact, 
that you may eaſily diſcern, what is ſtoln, and what 
is his own in it: for this Title, I aſſure you, is a Ma- 
ſter-piece, and all che reſt is but the ſame at large, 
that you have here in little. 

Thus I have traced him through little more than 
his firſt Page, which is the leaſt obnoxious ro Cen- 
ſure of any in the whole Libel, ſo that the Reader 
may judg by this; what he muſt expect from ſuch a 
Coxcomb, ( to uſe a Term of Art, by which he com- 
plements the ingenious Author of Hleraclitus, and re- 
ſtore the word to him, tis appropiated for.) 

No Plagiary Looking-Glaſs, pag. 2. That's a damned 
lye: for there is ſcarce three words of ſenſe , bur 
what is ſtoln out of a Book, entitled The Reaſons, 
and Grounds of the Contempt, &cc. 

He refers the reaſon of the contempt of the Clergy 
to two very plain things; the Ignorance of ſeme, and 
the Poverty of others : but free? am, if rhis man be 
as poor as he is ignorant, no Clergy-man in —— 
will change conditions with him. Then he exc _ 
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againſt ſlavery to a few Greek and Latinwords, and I 
commend him, for I dare ſwear he underſtands nei- 
ther in any tolerable manner; no, nor Eng/iſh any 
more than a Balad-fruger, or merry Andrew. Next he 
is mightily diſpleaſed with a tedious ſtory how Phae- 
ton broke his Neck: but if the Dunce had known the 
moral, it might have deterred him from undertakin 
a Task ſo much above him. Why he ſhould be fo 
angry with poor 7ztyrus's _— and Nuts, I can't 
imagine, unleſs it be becauſe he has been laſh d at 
School for not conſtruing Yirgils Eclogues, and fo 
now in his Buffoon wa 4 difpara „what has been 
ſo highly valued by all men of Wir; and Learning, 
and is incomparably better than any thing he ſeems 
ever to have read. 

But I muſt have a care what I do, for he that 
writes againſt this Author may diſoblige more than 
FL LoHu ous 
I $ ther 24 pag. to the 15. for 
all berween is ſtoln, only a flouriſh or two perhaps 
by the by to make it look ſillily, and like his o.] n. 
I confeſs ſome things there mentioned arc fo groſly 
fooliſh, that I can hardly believe any one would ever 
pleaſe himſelf in em, but that 1 to make it a 

our Author has pleaſed himſelf in as bad. I de- 
him or any man elſe to inſtance in any one of 


" me ing Clergy , that has vented any ſuch 

ing and ll he bel chi is random, ig, 
pertinent mali W uces, . 
is _ oO Far wy” al ws Abt my 
thinks might be „as this, My Text divides it 
ſelf into, &c. For Virgil ſays, 
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— Partes ubi ſe via findit in ambas : 


And why a Text has not as much power to divide it 
ſelf as a way to cleave it ſelf, I cannot underſtand. 
But I ſhall not undertake to defend any mans extra- 
vagancies, I know none that are guilty of ſo groſs 
ones, vor I believe our Plagiary neither. 

To paſs to what is his own, I ſhall give you his Com- 
plements to the Clergy, and his dull fu Buffoon 
expreſſions, as they come in my way, that any ordi- 


nary Reader may judg how capable this man is of - 


S Critick. 

inſtances ſet down pag. 15. arc his own, and 
I defle him to prove any Miniſter ever ſaid any ſuch 
thing in che Pulpit or elſewhere ; which if he cannot 
do, he muſt paſs for a notorious Lyar ? 

Every Whiffler in Drvinity pag. 16. Too much Pra- 
ting in Engliſh in our great Cities and all this 
to feed the Oftentation of our Palpit-threſhers. ib. So 
then 28 in an — yy 

ting in is Prating, But, mind the 
3 
houſes (as if thoſe places were appropriated for Sedi- 
tion, or the Phyſitian were to be blamed for —_ 
the Peſt-houſe ) and others, for hawding young, 
Ladies (though St. Paul asks the | ave not 
we the Power to lead about a Siſter?) as if there 
were not laced Cravats and Ruffles enowgh about the 
Town for this amorous ment; and then continues, 
To {0 trath, we have too much Prating in Engliſh, &c. 
if there be any dependence in this, 2 eld he can 
write ſenſe, 


Hackney. 
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Hackney-Sermon-Makers, ib. Were Sermons therefore 
leß frequent, they would be much more valued : for then 
would men have time to meditate, and their abortive 
irreverences, would not drop ſo often from their mouths 
without ſoul or life , as not having tea their time in 
womb of meditation, ib. There's a ſtroke of Art for 
you! Would not any one think this Fellow had ſer- 
ved his time to a Mid-wite? 7 will appeal to the rea- 
ſon of any man whether it be within the verge of morta- 
lity (there's ge without affettation) to invent a 
more fulſome Allegory? No; for a perſon to preach 
at fix in Corn-hil by ten at St. Martins Out- 
wich, &c. Why not? if he have lungs enough : What 
does the Blunderer mean? Well ! it is impoſſible that 


ſuch a ſuperabundance oe be other than the Riff 
| Raff and Quicquid in Buccam venerit of a mercenar 2 
| brain. pag. 17. The light of ſuch a Star of t 
firſt magnitude in the firmament of the Church of Eng- 
| land, or the clouded reflectiuns of meer Divinity Me- 
teors, that run whisking up and down to vent their un- 
| digeſted Conceits, as the wind of their phantaſtical Do- 
Arines agitates em. ib. Now I ſhould fancy this Jolt- 
head ſeeks to advance his reputation by affected words, 
or affefled and obſcure Notions. Toung Officers of Di- 
vinity, pag. 18, 1 ſtriplings, illiterate old Mumb- 
lers, ib. ſome underling twelve pound a year Diſciple, ib. 
Alms-Man-teacher of a Pariſh, pag. 19. 

Bur I ive I am faln upon his ſtoln goods a- 
gain , I therefore only take notice of his Dimi- 
nit ide Divine, and pals to pag. 21. 

They who are difnabled rom the Purchaſing part, 
are no way to be entruſted with the Teaching part. A 
great pity no doubt that thus it ſhould be, for there are 

B 


certainly 


(8) 
certainly no doubt, &c. No doubt, certainly, no doubt 
he is much afraid he ſhould be thought to doubt of 
any thing. 

Next for a touch of Politicks. Now whether it 
. be moſt convenient to mate Miniſters for Churches, or 
Churches for Miniſters, is the Queſtion, but the Proverb 
is, Talk of any thing but building Churches : for if we 
build more Churches, we muſt make more land for en- 
dowment : which cannot be done without drying up of the 
Sea and thai's a very difficult tack. What a ſmart Pa- 
raphraſe he makes upon a Proverb! 

The Latin ones ( Book-ſcllers ſhops) they ſeldom 
haunt as being out of their Sphere Diſſenters men 
of more underſtanding than themſelves (than Confor 
miſts) ib. Of this let all impartial men judg. 

Crape-Gown-men pag. 22. Like the Diſciples of Haly 
and Mahomet, ib. That's an employment without the 
verge of Reprehenfion, ib. It ſeems he is hugely taken 
with Verges, and Spheres. Like the Popes white 
Boys, ib. Fanaticiſm and Diſſenteriſm is the Mode now, 
True; and fo is Fooliſm, and Ignoraniſm. 

Now his fit of gravity takes him again, and he 
talks pragmatically of what he docs not underſtand, 
and therefore he had better taken example of our 
Crape-Gown-men; Who (he ſays,) think it more con- 
venient to let them alone (the Papiſts) than to betray 
their folly and their ignorance. 

But with a jerk he puts off his Aſſes gravity, and 
u at his Monkey-tricks agai 4 lazy Coffee drink 
ing life, Ae 15. 10 Kane what God has ſo mira- 
culouſly detetted, ib. The Plot, I ſuppoſe, he means: 
bur whan ſenſe is it to choak a Plot? But we muſt 
pardon him, he takes Choaking and Stifling to be the 


ſame, 
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ſame, whereas ſtifling is bur one way of Choaking, 
and he might as well have faid the Plot was kill'd, or, 
in his own ſtrain , Enecated. For in ſuch expreſſions 
the manner of doing is principally aimed at, and 
= doing the thing only imply d, and ſcarce attend- 

Oo, 

They ( the Clergy) pretend themſelues Sons and 
Children, ib. Whar, — he think there are any 
Daughter Clergy-men ? Colloguing adherence to the fa- 
ſcinat ions of Rome. That's great! I aſſure you. When 
Some men get into the Pulpit, they art ſo rampant, ſo Hoi. 
ty Toity, they know not where their T ails hang, pag. 24. 
As others are, when they get in Print. 

In the next place, commend me to that incompa- 
rable and admirable Tranſlation of a piece of Latin 
printed by the Ludgate Excommunicator, Nunquam 
nec Albiani, nec Nigriani, nec Caſſiani inveniri potu- 
erunt Chriſtiani, z. e. Never was a true Chriſtian 
found a * to his Prince. This tis to have a 
ſharpneſs and acuteneſS of wit beyond the common reach 
of mankind, ib. This 'tis to be dull and impertinent ! 
In my opinion a very little ſearch into Hiſtory 
might have taught this Glaſs-maker, that A/biani, &c. 
are denominations of traiterous factions in the Em. 
pire, and then by the help of a little Logick , he 
might have concluded, that what is denied of all the 
Parts is denied of the whole; and then where's the 
fault in the Tranſlation? I deſire him to get it tranf- - 
lated better, or not ro meddle with things he does 
not underſtand, But what has this Fellow to do to 
defame a Clergy- man for doing his duty, his Function 
obliges him to, in excommunicating wiltul, ſtubborn 
Offenders, according to the Laws in force in — 

B 2 an 
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and all other Nations in the Chriſtian World, as well 
as to the injunction of the Goſpel, and the conſtant 
+ mam of the Church in all Ages ls the Law de- 
ective, if any man act otherwiſe than he ought, in a 
matter of fo high Concern ? or muſt men ſtand to the 
Arbitrement of every Raſcally Scribler? or do t 
think to ſcare men out of their Duty? It any man a 
contrary to Law, let them accuſe him Legally, and 
not Poſt him up at every Book-ſellers ſtall. But the 
Laws themſel ves cannot eſcape theſe mens venom, if 
they contradict their refractory humour; witneſs rhe 
Laws againſt Conventicles, &c. 

But I have wearied my ſelf in tracing him thus far, 
and therefore ſhall ler his Eſay of a Sermon alone ; and 
I ho = this time ſuch an eſtimate may be made of 
rhe Lit , that no man will have any extraordinary 
opinion of his Parts or Honeſty. For what man that 
has the leaſt eſteem for Religion, or but common Ci- 
vility to the Miniſters of it, would in fo ſcurrilous a 
manner treat the meaneſt and moſt contemptible of 
the Clergy, as if their very Function ought not to ſe- 
cure them from buffoonery, and reproachful, malici- 
ous, invective ge? Or what would expoſe his 
malice fo ridiculouſly as to ſtuff out a Pamphlet with 
another mans wit impertinently applied, and commir 
the very faults himſelf, that at the ſame time he con- 
demns in others, but an Ideot to all Learning and good 
manners ? 

I am ſenſible, I have omitted many things, I might 
have taken notice of (and fo I muſt needs do, unleſs 
I ſhould tranſcribe the whole) 2 two or 
three Latin Scraps, though he derides others, that 
ſpice and beſprinkle their Harangues with Greek and 

Latin 
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Latin Sentences : but he may the more eaſily be excu- 
fed for not avoiding ſuch indecencies, becauſe thoſe 
that are worth any thing, are not his own obſerva- 
tions, and he forgot 'em, as ſoon as he had tranſcri- 

bed em. 25 
Upon the whole, I muſt apply his own words ( his 
own I call em, but the Reader will caſily gueſs if 
any of them be ſtoln) and deſire all men to obſerve 
how the poor man has laboured to make an Afi of him- 
ſelf : and to judg whether he has not ſhewn an equal 
compoſition of Diſcretion, Learning, and Charity, of each 
two drams : but then how ſtrangely conceited are they, 
that after a long conſideration, ſerious meditation ( what 
pity tis womb of Meditation would not come in here 
too!) and recollection of mind, are 5 vain as to put 
their Conundrums, their Quibles, and their Quibuu f in 

Print ? | 

I ſuppoſe this taſte will be ſufficient to ſhe the 
Scribler is not capable of writing any thing, that will 
bear Cenſure, or ſatisſie any man of ordinary under- 
ſtanding: elſe I aſſure the Reader, I could with as 
much eaſe have expoſed his Second Part. But be- 
cauſe, I doubt the Reader by this time is as weary as 
my ſelf, of ſucli Bankfide and froth (to give him his 
cter in his own civil Language) of this Fack- 
pudding to the Bear-garden, 1 ſhall paſs by this Rabal- 
dry, his ſlip-ſlap ſlip ſlap, his Hoytie, Toytie, and 
all his little Conceits, which I ſuppoſe , he. took in 
Short-hand at ſome Mountebanks ſtage, ( for he has 
more ways of ſtealing, than one wkhout doubt) I 
ſhall rake no notice of his So Almighty , as if there 
were degrees in Omnipotency; nor of his Greek and 
Hebrew in Latin ann PUIL For what's that 
3 to 
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to me? he is but a Tranſcriber; let every man do as 
ne can, and take it, as he finds it, at the nigheſt hand; 
Why ſhould a man be troubled with more 8 
than will ſerve his turn; Now he took upon him to 
write againſt the number of Scholars (Part 1. p. t.) 
who knows but his next pique may be at the number 


. r 

I with the Diſſenters much joy of his Arguments 
(Never was ever, &c.) in behalf of Conventicles , 
which has been urged above forty times (as moſt of 
theirs have ) within this half year, and anſwered as 
often, bur he has dreſs d it up fo apiſhly in falſe Mode 
and Figure, and ex it ſo unluckily, that, I hope, 
any one will be a to uſe it after him. 

And fo I have quitted my ſelf of the biggeſt part 
of his Book, which is nothing but a piece of Farce 
between the two Dialogiſts, or a Trial of Skill, which 
ſhould cxpreſs their ſenſe with more agrecable 
Grace in wretched Pun and Quibble. I ſhall cake no- 
tice then only of two or three choice Notions, which 
are very wn 1 N for their extravagance, and en- 
tirely new, and fo I ſuppoſe his own. 

Firſt, he ſays, Miniſters ought to inſiſt upon Gene- 
rals, and leave the Particulars to the Hearers, that is, 
they ought to teach Obedience in General, but where- 
in that Obedience conſiſts, or what is agreeable to it, 
they ought not pretend to determine. His reaſon is, 
becauſe the Scripture treats only of Generals and has 
neither Magna Charta, nor the Oath of Allegiance 
in it. So then our Caſuiſtical Divinity is all gone ar 
a daſh, and beſides the Cenſures, and Diſcipline of the 
Church arc quite taken away; for what can the 
Church cenſure but by its Miniſters? and what _ 

under 
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under Cenſure, but particular Actions And what more 
heinous, and ſo more worthy of Cenſure than Diſo- 
bedience? Moſt men underſtand the General Heads 
of their Duty, but what particulars fall under thoſe 
Heads is not fo eaſily known, and to explain this is 
the proper work of a Preacher. Every one knows an 
Oach obliges, ſuppoſe the Oath of Allegiance, or the 
Oath taken by Jurors; but it a Miniſter ſees men act 
contrary to this Oath, whether dur of wilſulneſs or 
ignorance, ought he not to admoniſh them of the ſin? 
I ſhould think his fin. as great as theirs, it he did not; 
for his very Function obliges him to it, and he breaks 
the moſt ſolemn Vow that can be made to God, if he 
neglect ir. I confeſs the ſame thing falls differently 
under the conſideration of a Lawyer and of a Divine; 
the one conſiders it as matter of Law, the other as 
matter of Conſcience, yet every Action as it concerns 
the Conſcience, ſo it belongs to the Divine, and if the 
nicetics of Law make the Cafe doubtful, yer ſtill the 
Divine is to direct the doubting, or ſcrupulous Con- 
ſcience. N 

Certainly our Anceſtors thought Divines might judg 
not only whether a Law were obey d or no; but even 
of the matter it ſelf, before the enacting of the Law; 
whether it wert agreeable ro Gods Word; and this, I 
make no Queſtion, is one reaſon why our Biſhops fit 
in Parliament. Now tis much more caſie ro judg 
what the Law obliges to, than to know whether that 
Obligation be valid, that is, allowable by Scripture 
and Reaſon , though this indeed be eſſential to every 
Law properly ſo called. 

His moſt matchleſs heroic Attempt is yet behind, for 


which, I ſuppoſe, he promiſes himſelf no ſmall —_— 
rom 
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from the Faction, and to keep a Hank upon them, and 
to ſcare us to an humble ſubmiſſion at the ſame time : 
he threatens, he has more to ſay, and if we take no 
care to oblige him, all ſhall out: ſo it ſeems, we muſt 
buy this ſhrewd man off, or we are utterly undone. 
Well! but perhaps there may be no ſuch great danger 
yet. If the Presbyterians do hold King-killing Do- 
Arine , they learned it from the Church of England- 
men, pag. 21. And then after a tedious impertinence 
between the two Dialogiſts, he adds, Why then I ſay 
you do not read in any ſtory, fince the growth of Chri- 
ftianity, that ever any crowned Head was ever brought 


t0 a formal Bar of Juſtice, till Mary Queen of Scots was 


arraigned,” tryed, convicted, ſentenced, and formally be- 
beaded by Queen Elizabeth, aud the Clergy were a part 
of the Body, that preſſed and urged the Queen to haſten 
r Execution. 
Here he compares the — of Scots to King 


Charles the Martyr, Queen Elizabeth to Oliver Crom- 
wel, the loyal Nobility and Gentry of her days to the 


Doegs of the Rabble and Refuſe. of all che Sets in 
Chriſtendom in 48. and all this meerly out of a wretch- 
ed deſign to prove the Church of England as bad as 
the Phanaticks. But what is there alike in theſe two 
Caſes? The one was a Dependant Queen, and under 
2 of Attempts upon the Crown: the 
other an abſolute Sovereign Prince, that neither had 
given the leaſt reaſon of ſuſpieion to his People of 
any deſign of invading their Rights, nor ought they 
to have taken Arms againſt him, if he had given it: 
the one was put to death by Foreigners, in a foreign 
Countrey, at the command of a foreign Prince; the 
other in his own Kingdom, beſide his own Palace, bY 


ks 
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his own Subjects, at the command of a moſt bloody 

Tyrant, and U 1 
But in ſhort, The Queen of Scots was put to 
death juſtly, or unjuſtly ; it juſtly, where's che fault? 
if unjuitly, yet 'rwas not by her own Subjects: Nor 
does the Doctrine of the Church of Exgland allow 
it, if it were unjuſt, as the Doctrine as well as Pra- 
tice of our Phanaticks does teach open Rebellion: 
let them ſhew, it they can, any one Tenet of our 
Church, which is ſeditious or any way pernicious to 
Government as plainly , as their whole Doctrine and 
Practice has ap to all the World to be Bur in- 
deed ſince all thoſe, whom this man follows, are of O- 
pinion (as a thoufand Pamphlets againſt the Succeſ- 
ſion witneſs) that ſhe was juſtly put to death, tis but 
too plain, that this compariſon was brought to juſtific 
the latter part of it, and not to condemn the former. 
As who ſhould ſay, Jon of the Church of England 
charge us with killing Charles I. and did not you kill 
the Queen of Scots? Ion did it juſtly we confeſs, but 
you ought to confeſs as much for us; for the caſe ij pa- 
rallel. That this is his meaning is plain from pag. 5. 
Where he ſays; However to tall like a Divine it was 
a Supreme Pawer (ef thoſe Vſurpers of the late times) 
though ſet ever us for our fins Ind our puniſhment, and 
moſt certain it is, that we and the Calviniſts agree in 
this, that etiam infideli Magiſtratui obediendum eſt, 
with ſafety of Conſcience. I only ſpeak this to ſhew, that 
men ought not to urge upon the Conſcience ſo ſeverely, 
that were ſo nice f it themſelves. Here ( Infidel: ) 
muſt be interpreted an Uſurper , or elſe it makes no 
thing to his purpoſe (and by the way we may ob- 
ſerve how aptly this man = his lictle ſhreds of La- 
(tin 
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un) tor che plain drift of his Argument is, Thar thoſe 
who refuſed ro obey Oliver Cromwel, ought to be fa- 
vourable to the Phanaticks now, becauſe the Authori- 
ry commanding then, was equally lawful to be obey- 
ed, as this is now, but the things enjoyned were ſcru- 
pled. And thusche-levels our lawful Sovercigns Au- 
thority, with the Uſurpers, making it as ary to 
obey one as the-orher; that is, in all things, that a 
man does not think in his Conſcience unlawful. 

He goes on, ſpeaking of the Queen of Scots : Could 
You blame her for Plotting, though ſhe abſolutely denied 
it, againſt a Perſon, that kept her from the enjoyment 
of her Kingdom, one that had deceived her with Chains, 
and Impriſonment, after ſhe had made choice of her King- 
dam for Sanctuary and aſſiſtance 2 pag. 22. Did ever any 
Jeſuit ſpeak more maliciouſly of our Glorious Queen 
of bleſſed memory, than this impotent wretch does: 
But this is the common Cry of the Phanaticks, and a 
late Author in his Harmony of Non-Conformiſts (Cc. 
has taken a great deal of pains to prove her popiſhly 
Aﬀetled. But this new invention of our Libeller to 
calumniate the Church of Exgland, is a piece of fo 
much-folly as well as malice, that the Devil could ne- 
ver hope before to prevail upon any one to publiſh it. 

Next follow his Cavils againſt ſome few late Ser- 
mons, and them too written by men of greater Learn- 
ing and Worth, than any, his Conventicles could ever 
boaſt of. I ſhall only obſerve from them, how falſe 
his charge in the firſt Part is, which eertainly he would 
have made good in theſe Reflections, if his malice had 
not out-run his wit. After all his falſe Gloſſes and 
ſiniſter interpretations it amounts to but this; That a 
Complement, in his opinion, is ſtrained too high on 

at 
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that a Text is underſtood otherwiſe by ſome Commen- 
tators. Only he. is very ſevere upon the Gentleman 
that quoted Valerius Maximus, when he ought to have 
conſulted Plutarch: becauſe Plutarch he ſays, is the ber- 
ter Author, and he and Valerius aw rt he in that 
particular: but he might have confi that thar 
quotation is brought for illuſtration, and alluſion, nor 
in affirmation of any Hiſtorical Truth, ſo that whether 
one, or the other, or neither be in the right, it matters 
not. Beſides, how does it appear that they diſagree ? 
Platarch ſays Sylla died of a P 9 or Morbus Pe. 
diculoſus; and Valerius that he died of Rage: What 
then? might not his Diſeaſe cauſe his Rage, and that 
be the immediate cauſe of his death? or might not his 
Diſeaſe be the cauſe why his Rage ſhould fo eaſily 
carry him off? ſo both may ſpeak truth, though not 
all the truth. However this be, I am ſure, our Au- 
thor may be aſhamed to own, he has ever ſeen Plu- 
tarch, or Valerius Maximus to ſo little pnrpoſe. I con- 
chide with a Paſſage out of Dr. Burnets Preface to the 
ſecond Part ot his Hiſtory of the Reformation (whom 
I the rather quote, becauſe he is ſo frequently quo- 
red by our Dillencer upon all occaſions) where after 
a juſt Character of our Biſhops, he adds — And 
when I look into the Inferiour Clergy , there are, 
« chiefly about this great City of London, ſo many, ſo 
eminent, both for the ſtrictneſs of their lives, the 
* conſtancy of their labours, and plain way of Preaching, 
« which is now perhaps brought to as great aperſection 
as ever was, ſince men ſpoke, as they received it im- 
*« mediately from the Holy Ghoſt ; the great gentleneſs 
« of their deportment to ſuch as differ from them, their 
mutual love, and charity; and in a word, for all the 
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qualities that can adorn Miniſters or Chriſtians ; that 
i ſuch a number of fuch men cannot prevail with 
* this debauched Age, this one 1 to me mon 
* more diſmally, than all TRAD righting Sym 


dome of our Cendition , that God havin 2 
er their labours ate fo in- 
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